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THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 



[May 16. 1856. 



passible by direct application to the Pope, who, 
lb his beneficence nnd tender devotion to Our 



Lady of Latts, has granted — 

1st — -An office commemorative of the grand 
fate of 23rd May, 1855. 

2nd — A plenary indulgence on the day of the 
anniversary of the said coronation. 

In return for which supreme gifts, he informs 
them that " Christians, not ungrateful for such 
generosity, have offered their gold and pearls, 
and the clergy have opened a subscription to 
offer to the amiable Queen (Souveraine) a present 
worthy of her, and which may hereafter remain 
as a remembrance of the grand ceremony of the 
23rd May." 

Having further explained why he had decided 
on applying the collection to purchase a beautiful 
cross for processions, and stated that the sub- 
scriptions had exceeded his most sanguine cal- 
culations, he goes on to announce that — 

'" A large sum (2,000 francs), exceeding the expenses 
of completing the cross, has been determined by the 
committee to be employed in the purchase of a lamp, 
which, by the richness of its material and elegance of its 
form, should be worthy of holding that marvellous oil to 
which the holy Virgin had promised the virtue of working 
miracles/" 

".From the commencement of the pilgrimages of Laus 
the Blessed Virgin said and repeated to her devoted 
servant (we suppose the shepherdess to whom she paid her 
visits), that ' the oil of the lamp of the chapel should cure 
every species of malady in those who made use of it with 
faith.' M. Guillaril, he says, records, in the manuscripts 
of the sanctuary, a considerable number of miraculous 
cures obtained in his lifetime by that means, since which 
time the virtue of the holy oil has not degenerated, as 
numerous testimonies attest , and it may well be believed 
that the anxiety of the faithful to come and draw thib 
divine balm from this marvellous lamp proceeds 
rather from the cures which it effects than from the facility 
allowed to each to supply himself with it, without exacting 
from him even the value of the material' (certainly a some- 
what uncommon privilege in a Church which seldom gives 
amay either holy oil or anything else without expecting an 
equivalent).'' 

The Bishop goes on to announce that this 
glorious remembrance will, moreover, be for ever 
preserved by "another monument more solid 
and more durable than the granite of these 
mountains. A history of the wonders of Laus 
is about to be published by the Abbe Pron, who 
has been working at it for more than two years 
•with the patient and devoted perseverance of a 
child for the glory of its mother," under his 
lordship's order and the surveillance of an his- 
torical committee, of which he is the president ; 
" which history,' he adds, " will contain a faith- 
ful resume of the MSS. preserved in the sanc- 
tuary, and will make known all the titles of 
Mary to veneration, confidence, and love, in 
making the world acquainted with the wonders 
of her maternal tenderness for our poor moun- 
tains !" 

He then closes the letter, by an exhortation "to 
attend the anniversary fete in great numbers, 
and assures them that he hopes the glory of it 
will be enhanced by the presence of some pre- 
lates whom he has invited to attend, &c, &c." 

If we might venture to suggest a question in 
replyto this pastoral invitation, we shouldask how 
it has happened that two centuries have been al- 
lowed to elapse, before a history of these stupen- 
dous wonders was given to the world, or public 
attention called to this miraculmts oil, or before 
a lamp worthy of such a divine balm was pro- 
cured for its reception ? If we might suggest a so- 
lution of the difficulty, we would do so, by asking 
whether the wonders of this miraculous oil might 
not probably have remained unknown fortwocen- 
turies more, if the sale of the miraculous water 
from the fountain of the neighbouring mountain 
of La Salette had not proved so wonderfully lu • 
crative to the happy possessors of the monopoly, 
as naturally to excite a little anxiety to start a 
rival establishment on the mountains of Gap ? 

We suspect, however, that the would-be traffic 
in holy oil will scarcely overtake that in the holy 



water of the fountain of La Salette. The first ' 
cost of water in most mountainous regions is 
somewhat less than that of oil, even in France, ■ 
which would alone give a decided advantage to 
Salette over Laus; but, independently of that, 
Salette has got very nearly ten years' start of 
its competitor of Laus-; to say nothing of the 
chances of novelty being decidedly in favour of 
Salette, while the legends of Laus are neither 
ancient enough to attract the veneration of the 
worshippers of medievalism, nor modern enough 
to fascinate the lovers of religious novelty, like 
the scene of the romantic triumph of Constance 
Lamerliere ! Our readers may perhaps wonder 
what the good Bishop of Gap has been doing 
for so many years in not obtaining the coronation, 
or commencing his history of Gur Lady of Laus 
before the year 1 855 . Theyshould not forget, how- 
ever, that it took even La Salette several years to 
establish its still equivocal triumph. During those 
years its success was doubtful, and had it wholly 
failed, as the good Bishop of Gap doubtless, and 
not unreasonably, anticipated, it might have been a 
dangerous experiment at the same period to have 
attempted the resuscitation of a similar story in 
the adjoining valley of Laus ; and dignitaries of 
the Church of Rome, and even the Supreme Pon- 
tiff himself, are seldom so rash as to commit them- 
selves to any undertaking, until a certain amount 
of popular favour has been secured to it, and the 
attempt is likely to be crowned with success. 

Surely it is impossible that Roman Catholics 
of education and intelligence can really be the 
dupes of such glaring impostures ; and if they 
are not, when will they have the courage and 
frankness to tell their priests and bishops boldly 
that they cannot be allowed any longer to en- 
courage such things with impunity ? 



tfomggmtittRtt. 



ON TRANSUBSTANTIATION. 

TO THE EDITOR OP THE CATHOLIC LATHAK. 

Sib, — Having vanquished you on the infallibility of the 
Church, I now turn my attention to another subject — 
the doctrine of the real presence of Christ in the ador- 
able sacrament of the Eucharist, or transubstantiation ; 
and I respectfully submit to you and your readers' con- 
sideration the following arguments, which I bring for- 
ward in support of that glorious doctrine, viz. : 

Our Lord expressly says, " The bread that I will give 
is my flesh," &c. ; " My flesh is meat indeed, and my 
blood is drink indeed" — John vi., 52-56 — which words 
contain a promise or prediction of the divine legacy He 
intended to bequeath to his apostles and the whole 
Church at his last supper. Again, St. Paul says—" The 
chalice of benediction which we bless, is it not the com- 
munion of the blood of Christ ? And the bread which 
we break, is it not the partaking of the body of the 
LordV" 1 Cor., x. 16. Another convincing proof is 
found in the words of the institution, viz. : — " This is my 
body ; this is my blood" — Matt. xxvi. 26-28 ; which 
manifestly imply a change of the bread and wine into 
his body and blood, provided we will but allow that 
Christ spoke truth, and did not express himself absurdly. 
To proceed gradually. I shall first prove that they 
imply a real and substantial presence of Christ's body 
and blood ; for, after that, we need but have recourse to 
common sense to infer the doctrine of transubstantiation. 
That they import a real and substantial presence, 
first, because all propositions like these : this is bread — 
this is a man, &c, are in all common discourse as cur- 
rently understood of the reality and substance of the 
things specified as if the words really and substantially 
were added. A man would be laughed at for a formal, 
cautious coxcomb, if, pointing to a loaf of bread, he should 
say, this is bread really and substantially ; or, coming 
from court, for example, he should tell me he had seen 
the Queen, really and substantially. Because there is 
no difference between a thing and its reality and sub- 
stance. In like manner, therefore, when our Lord said, 
" This is my body," he declared as effectually that it was 
the reality or substance of his body as if he had expressed 
it in the most formal terms. This U the common lan- 
guage of mankind. All wise men speak so, and all wise 
men understand it so. And if any man should pretend 
to mean otherwise, he would deservedly pass for a noto- 
rious equivocate*, who says one -tiling and means 
another. 

I prove it, secondly : If Christ gave not his real body, 
but a morsel of bread, to his Apostles, when He said, 
" Take and eat, this is my body,"' then it follows that He 



called a morsel of bread his body; which cannot Sle 
maintained without making Christ guilty of a downright 
absurdity ; for nothing can be more absurd than to hold 
a morsel of common. bread. in a man's hands, and, .point- 
ing to it, say, this Is the living body of a man ; it being 
contrary to the common practice of mankind and tSie 
common laws of speech to call one thing by the name -of 
another, with which it has no manner of resemblance -or 
connection, and that, too, without giving the persons to 
whom it is spoken the least intimation, to serve as a key 
to let them into the true meaning of such an extraordinary 
and unheard of manner of speech. 

I prove it, thirdly : . A sober man would be ashamed on 
any serious occasion to use a deceitful way of speaking, 
so as to call a thing by a name it was never known by 
before. As, for example, to take up a common stone 
and say; Wis is a diamond. It is, therefore, incredible 
that Christ, who could say nothing unbecoming himself, 
should use this deceitful way of speaking in the mast 
solemn action of his life, when He was fulfilling the types 
and figures of the old law, declaring his last will and tes- 
tament, and bequeathing a sacred legacy to his Church 
for ever. 

Lastly, I prove it from the doctrine of the Church of 
England, as it is delivered in her own church catechism, 
which is printed in all books of common prayer, and has 
the whole authority of that Church to recommend H. 
Now, in this catechism, to the question— " What is the 
inward part or thing signified?" it is answered — "The 
body and blood of Christ, which is verily and indeed 
taken and received by the faithful in the Lord's Supper." 
This, then, is the doctrine of the Church of Eng- 
land, which expresses the real and substantial pre- 
sence of Christ's body and blood in the sacrament as fully 
as any Catholic can do. For, if verily and indeed be 
not the same as really and truly, and of as full force te 
exclude a mere figurative presence, I confess I am yet 
wholly ignorant of the signification even of the most or- 
dinary words ; and it will be impossible to know what 
men mean, even when they deliver themselves in the 
plainest terms. So that it must either be owned that 
the words of Christ's institution import a real and sub- 
stantial presence of his body and blood, even according 
to Protestant doctrine ; or we must suppose the Church 
of England guilty of a most scandalous equivocation in 
so serious a matter, and say she only makes use of the 
words "verily and indeed" to impose upon ignorant 
people, and make plain bread and wine go down the 
better. 

Now, I leave it to common sense to decide whether 
there must not be a change of the bread and wine, if the 
words of Christ's institution import a real and substan- 
tial presence of his body and blood. For if this Tse 
granted, they either must be changed, or they must re- 
main together with his body and blood ; but this is cer- 
tainly inconsistent with the obvious meaning of the words 
of Christ. I prove it thus : If Christ, taking the bread 
into his hands, had said, here is my body, I own it would 
not be inconsistent with the obvious meaning of ins 
words to say that the bread and body of Christ are joined 
together in the sacrament. But Christ did not say, 
here is my body ; but, this is my body, which nothing hut 
a substantial change of the bread into his body can mate 
really and literally true ; because the word " this" points 
precisely at what the Apostles saw, which, if it continued 
bread after, as it was before the words of consecration, 
the proposition was absolutely false, because the sense of 
it then was that ths bread He gave to his Apostles was 
his body, which implies a contradiction, and as impos- 
sible as that any two substances remaining diflfcrunt 
should he the same. 

Your humble and obedient servant, 

WlLUAM RoUBKE. 



We gladly give insertion to our correspondent's letter, in 
which he has stated the usual arguments for transubstantia- 
tion, derived from the words of the institution of the Eucha- 
rist, with much clearness. Although we have frequently ad- 
verted to this important doctrine of the Roman Catholic 
Church,* yet we readily take the opportunity presented by Mr. 
Rourke's letter of returning to it. We will not now dis- 
cuss with him whether he has " vanquished" us on the 
infallibility of the Church or not. This point must be left, 
like all others, to the impartial judgment of our readers. 
We proceed to make some remarks on his prosent letter ; 
and we will take his arguments, for the sake'of convenience, 
in the order hi which ihey Btand. 

In the first place, Mr. Roirrke assumes that our Lord's 
discourse in John vi. necessarily refers to the Eucharist, 
nnd contains a promise or prediction of that sacrament. 
In this he differs not only from several learned Roman 
Catholic divines, but even from the decreoof the Council of 
Trent. The Council, speaking of this very chapter, ad- 
mits that the ancient fathers and doctors differed about its 
interpretation. They say, " i« whatever wag it is to be un- 
derstood, according to the various interpretations of the 
holy fathers and doctors." b We may add, that various 
Cardinals, including Cajetan and iEneas Sylvius, who was 
afterwards Pope, maintained that Christ did not speak of 



« Vide dmouc L*nuu, vol. I, pp. 19, »,4S; vol ii, p »■; 
vol. lil., p. SI. 

fc Utcunque juxta TBriai Mnc'oram Patrum et doctoram interpr*- 
tUUraesintelltgmtur. Cobc. TrM. Decret., sess. ixL, c 1. 
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ttgT^ adiajl Bt in that discourse.* The question- ie too long 
tevffiscus* at present r but we wW merely men t i o n one 
erHnVirfty, which we request Mr.-Bwm-Se to consider. 
Cnrist said in the discourse recorded' hi John rf., "iy any 
«n mttftha bread, he shall Bee- far ever ,- and the bread 
that I win give is- my flesh, 4c* Mr. Bonrke asserts; that 
then words refer to onr Lord's reaT, substantial body and 
Blood, which are given in the Eucharist under the outward 
farm of bread and wine. But Judas ate the bread and 
drank the wine which Christ blessed at Ms last supper ; 
and that very night Judas perished for ever. The ques - 
tioais, did Judos eat the bread of which Christ said, "■ If 
aay man eat of tbis bread, he shall live fir ever." Mr; 
Bonrke believes that he did. The Church of England, 
which holds that " the means whereby the body of Christ 
is received and eaten in the supper is faith" (Article 
xxvtii.), believes that he did not. We ask our readers 
which is right? 

We come now to Mr. Bourke's remarks on the words of 
institution. He asserts that our Lord's words — " This is 
mjf body — this is my blood," imply " a.real and substantial 
presence of Christ's body and blood ;" and he concludes that 
" after that, we need but have recourse to common sense, 
te infer the doctrine of transubstantiation." Let us consider 
his arguments in detail. 

Mr. Bourke's first argument is this : — " All propositions 
like these — this is bread, this is a man — are in all common 
discourse as currently understood of the reality and sub- 
stance of the things specified, as if the words really and 
substantially were added." We wonder that a cautious 
controversialist like Mr. Bonrke does not see that this is 
an assertion which cannot be defended. Let as apply his 
principle to an example taken from another part of Scrip- 
ture. St. Paul writes in 1 Cor. x. 4, " Petra erat Christus 
— the rock was Christ." Does Mr. Bourke believe that 
the apostle meant, that tbe rock was really and substantially 
Christ, or that our Lord possessed, really and substantially, 
the hard and stony properties of the rock? Can we really 
lapaose,. that when St. Paul said— "The rock was Christ," 
he meant (according to Mr. Bourke's principle), to declare 
aa effectually, that the rock was the reality or substance of 
the body of Christ, as if he bad expressed it in the most 
formal terms, and that if he should pretend to mean other- 
wise, " he would deservedly pass for a notorious equivo- 
eator, who says one thing and means another ?'' 

We trust that, on further consideration, Mr. Bourke will 
see cause to abandon the principle he has laid down ; and 
meanwhile we will commend to his notice the following 
statement of St. Augustine on this very question : — " The 
thing which signifieth," saith he, "is commonly called by 
the name of that thing which it signified. ...Therefore is 
it that St. Paul saith, ' The rock was Christ.' For he saith 
not, the rock signifieth Christ, but the rock mas Christ, as 
if the rock had been Christ indeed : whereas, touching the 
substance it was not so, but so it was by signification."* 

Mr. Bourke says, that "a sober man would be ashamed, 
on any serious occasion, to use a deceitful way of speaking, 
so as to call a thing by a name it was- never known of be- 
fore." But we see that St. Paul did use this very way of 
sneaking, and that St. Augustine not only defends him, 
but explains the reason of it; — a reason, we will beg to add, 
quite in accordance with the modes of speech prevalent in 
the east. Mr. Bourke must be familiar with the passages 
in- the Gospels where our blessed Lord used forms of ex- 
pression precisely similar. Thus, for example, we read 
that He said, " I am the door' (John x. 9) ; "I am the 
tmie vine" ("John xv. 1) ; "I am the way " (John xiv. 6). 
Mr. Bourke must admit, that in these passages our Lord 
" called himself by names he was never known by before ;" 
and yet surely he will not pretend to say that Christ " used 
a deceitful way of speaking." The occasion on which the 
two last expressions were used was that most solemn of 
all occasions— namely, the very night when He instituted 
the sacrament of the Eucharist. Our Lord's disciples did 
not and could not understand the words — " I am the true 
viae," to imply that He was literally a vine. The words 
were really true, without a substantial change of his person 
into the substance of the tree : and so, in like manner, the 
words — " This is my body," spoken on the very same oc- 
casion, may have been really true, without any substantial 
change of the bread into the body uf Christ 

In fact, when Mr. Bourke's first three arguments are care- 
fully examined, they all amount to the same assertion, tha» 
our Lord could- not have called one thing by the name of 
another, nnless He meant to assert a real, substantial, mole- 
rial identity between them. But if Mr. Houike had 
studied with reasonable care, not only the phraseology 
adopted in other parts of Scripture, but even the very, 
words of the institution of the Eucharist itself, he would at 
once have seen that his position, as he states it, is abso- 
lutely untenable. He says, " it is contrary to the common 
practice of mankind, and the common laws of speech, to 
call one thing by the name of another, with which it has 
no manner of resemblance." Now, we beg to ask Mr. 
Bourke, how does he explain St. Paul's account of tha 
words spoken by our Lord at the institution of the Eucha- 
r ist, as they are given in 1 Cor. xL 2 5—" This chalice is 

Our raters will tinil tne references on this point in theCATUO- 
tx L.vYKAy, vol. i., p. 46. 

d Solet autera res quae signtOcat, ejus rei nomine quant significal 
mmcupari... (fine est quod diemm est, Petra erat Cbrtstus. Nonenin* 
4iait Petra sigtrileat Constant, sed tanquain hoc asset, quod utique 
per snbstantiam uon hoc erat, sed per signiocationem. Augus. Opera. 
*d. Ben. Tom. iii. col. 516. Paris, 1680. 



the new testament!* wy6S»oi."^-Do we net hew fta*that; 
one thing (a cap- or ehaUce), is eaftei by the nana of 
another thing (a testament, ooren«mt,or wiB),wtth which 
it has no manner of nfceniblaiice 1 ? Must not Btr. Bonrke 
allow, that when- onr Lord, according: ft St; Paul, said*— 
" This chalice' »V the new testament," He meant, " This 
cup is the significant pledge, or token, or memorial, or 
sacrament, of the new testament in my Moed." A cop 
cannot be substantially a testament. The two things have 
nothing in common ; for the one is a material body, the 
other is nob Hence, in these words onr Lord must have 
spoken figuratively. The most zealous upholder of the 
doctrine of transubstantiation must admit, that Christ could 
not have meant to assert the actual, material, physical 
identity of a cup and a testament In-one part of the in- 
stitution of the Encharist, therefore, every one must admit 
that our Lord used figurative language ; and if so, what 
becomes of Mr. Bonrke'* argument ? 

It may be worth while to observe that the accounts of the 
institution of the Eucharist in Luke xxii., and 1st Cor. 
xi., are in some verses almost word for word identical, 
which may be explained by the fact that St. Luke was 
for a long time the companion of St. Paul. The Apos- 
tle tells as- (1st Cor. xi. 23) that he received his account 
directly from the Lord Jesus Christ himself. We are, 
therefore, justified in using St. Paul's words to explain 
those of St. Luke, in the trifling points in which they 
differ. Now, the Greek words used by St Paul are as fol- 
lows :— tovto to iroriipiov ij xraci/i) SiaBtfKtj eariv iv roT 
ifuf a't/ian. St Luke's words almost exactly corres- 
pond, except that the word loriv, is, does not appear in 
his text. There is scarcely any Greek scholar, however, 
who (even if he had not St Paul's words before him) would 
venture to translate St. Luke otherwise than according to 
the version given above — "This chalice is the new tes- 
tament in my blood." Yet the Bhemish translators, in 
order to conceal, if possible, the truo meaning of St. 
Luke, and get over the difficulty we have noticed above, 
have had the boldnesB to render St Luke's words thus : 
" This is the chalice, the new testament in my blood," 
thereby making the verb substantive is (tortv) appear in a 
place most nnsuitableto the Greek idiom, andwhich St Paul's 
text proves to be the place in which it ought not to appear. 
We have noticed this point, lest any of our readers 
might think that the words of St Luke are opposed to 
the conclusion which we have drawn above from 1st Cor. 
xi. 25. In reality, the Greek text of the two passages is 
almost ' identical, and any seeming difference between 
them in the English Boman Catholic version is due solely 
to the Bhemish translators, whose design in making the 
alteration may easily be surmised. 

We have left ourselves but little space to notice Mr. 
Bourke's last argument, namely, that the Church of Eng- 
land holds " a. real and substantial presence of Christ's 
body in tbe sacrament" This assertion is only partially 
true. The Church of England holds a real, but not u 
substantial presence. She believes, as Mr. Bourke may 
see in her 28th article, that " to such as rightly, worthily, 
and with faith, receive the same, the bread which we break 
is a partaking of the body of Christ, and likewise 
the cup of blessing is a partaking of the blood of 
Christ." But she likewise asserts in tbe same article, 
that " tbe body of Christ is given, taken, and eaten in 
the supper, only after a heavenly and spiritual manner, 
and the mean whereby the body of Christ is received 
and eaten in the supper is faith." Mr. Bourke, it would 
seem, cannot imagine the possibility of a real presence 
without a substantial presence. We would venture to ask 
him, cannot Christ be intimately and spiritually present 
to the souls of his faithful servants in the partaking of 
the Eucharist— applying the benefits of his atoning blood 
to their hearts and consciences — making them partakers 
of his Holy Spirit — giving them peace and joy in believ- 
ing, — and all this without any physical or material pre- 
sence whatever? The mind of man is spiritual, and must be 
reached by spiritual influences. Mr. liuurke himself must 
admit that a wicked man derives no benefit from partaking 
of the Eucharist Even if the glorified material body 
of oar Lord was a thousand times present on the altar, it 
would convey no benefit to the soul of a man who was 
living and delighting in sin. In fact, the Church of Borne 
and the Church of England both agree in this, that the 
blessings promised in the Lord's Supper are only given to 
those who draw near in faith. To such, and such only, 
are the benefits of Christ's spiritual, sanctifying presence 
confined. The Church of England believes and asserts the 
reality of the preaenoe of the Lord Jesus in that holy 
sacrament; but she holds that it is a spiritual pre- 
sence. The Church of Borne, on the other hand, 
contrary to antiquity— contrary to the usage of Berip'.ure 
language — contrary to the plain evidence of the tenses — 
asserts that Christ is substantially and corporeally pre- 
sent ; that his whole body, blood, bones, nerves (" ossa 
ct nerves' Cat. Cone. Trid.), soul and divinity, are in- 
cluded in each and every wafer and crumb of bread that 
may be consecrated by a priest all over the world ! Such 
is the miraculous change for which Mr. Bourke eontends ; 
and all that we are called upon to prove is, that the^ 
words of institution do not necessarily imply this change. 
If the only possible meaning of the words of institution 
was that which Mr. Bourke advocates, we would have 
nothing more to say. But we think wc have abundantly 



shown that hie principles 1 «f interpretation at* efameaawj 
— titafe (toy are.cenrredieted by other paa fta g dJ of S te iptur ej 
awl won by tbeform.of worde in which part, at least,, rf tha 
Eucharist was. instituted ; and baring done this, wft nan* 
safely leave oW question to the impartial judgment «B 
arm readers. 

ON HOLY WBLL&. 

TO'TBB EJMTOB OF TOM CATHOMC tAYWAW. 

D£ak 8IB4— One advantage of your publishing ac- 
counts of onr Holy Welta will be to have 011 record the 
name* of Irish saints and Irish observances likely, em 
long, to have disappeared and faded from memory. Ouf 
national school children will not tread in the steps of 
their fathers in these things. Already has the once 
famous pilgrimage to Lough Dearg, county Donegal, 
dwindled away in a lamentable degree. The holy well 
of St. Michaelj neat Bathdrum (with many otehers) has 
fallen into almost total' obscurity; and unless you or 
some other record that of 8k, Mulloo, of which I now 
send you information, in another generation the saint 
himself and his powers will be entirely unknown and for- 
gotten. They will all become extinct with the old, 
simple, uneducated race of people to whom these means 
of good are suited. 

St. Mulloo lies buried in the three graveyards of 
Cloonena, county Kilkenny ; Seirkryans, King's County; 
and Kyle.* I doubt not but bis grave and remains iu the 
two first parishes deserve credit and convey benefit, but 
certainly that in Kyle is the most true and of greatest 
good to pilgrims, who are known to have come frem 
Limerick even, in old times, to honour him there. The 
graveyard of the parish of Kyle, about a mile from this 
town, Queen's County, is remarkable only on St. Mulloo'l 
account. His grave, nearly twelve feet long, conspicuous 
from its being in a direction perpendicular to all the 
others, exhibits the immense size of the saint, and his 
holy well is in the circuit of the graveyard, in a rect- 
angular stone trough under a thorn bush. In a field 
separated from the graveyard by the intervening road is 
I a visible monument of the saint's piety and earnest de- 
! votions : a large rock of unnatural appearance bears on 
'■ its surface three marks or indentures, evidently worn 
I there by the bones of the saint's two knees and chin 
when resting on it in the attitude of prayer; and such was 
the constancy of his penitential weeping, that his tears 
j have worn besides two cup-like excavations in the hard 
rock. The miraculous power of the saint is evidenced 
by the fact, which is certain, that never are these circu- 
lar receptacles void of the tears of the saint ; they remain 
always nearly full of water. And his holy well likewise 
— the stone trough in the graveyard — is a second wit>- 
ness, and a two-fold testimony is true, being never found 
exhausted of its water, even in the midst of summer and 
in the times of longest drought, and this though there is 
no fountain or spring flowing in or current or stream 
flowing out in either case. 1 have often visited the place, 
and never found the water absent. The assurance in the 
miracle is universal in the neighbourhood of the spot ; 
never denied by any but a couple of Protestant families 
living near, who are, of course, interested, and therefore 
unworthy of credit. Indeed, there is a most creditable 
tradition, resting on decisive evidence, that Mr. Roberta, 
a Protestant gentleman, about 100 years ago resident in 
the parish, in his unbelieving profanity seized on the 
'■. stone trough for the use of his cattle, but soon was com- 
! pelled, by judgments, to restore the relic, and the loss of 
all his property and extinction of his family point out to 
this day the reality of the saint's vengeance. They who 
honour him attend at his well before sunrise in the morn- 
ing and after sunset in the evening, to perform the sta> 
[ tions and say prayers. The well is found miraculously 
efficacious for sore eyes, tooth-aches, warts, swellings, 
sores, &c, and the quantities of little rags, pieces of 
women's dress, twine, &c, even still attached to the ovec- 
hanging bush attest the faith prevalent to this day in its 
virtue and the number of cures effected. A peculiar 
veneration of the saint consists in the offering of pin». 
They who apply to him for cures, and often the atten- 
dants at funerals, just piously drop a pin into his weU 
or his tears. I send you three, which I took out myself. 
The women do not like this to be done, and say tire 
peculiar black look of the pins is an evidence of the 
saint's displeasure. Do not despise them. These offer- 
ings may seem contemptible from their poverty, or 
childish, perhaps ; but the hands that presented them 
did so in that spirit of child-like, implicit faith, the glory 
of the Irish character ; and if religious gifts are to be 
valued by the motive and condition of the donor, saints 
and angels may deign to accept these trifles from tbo 
poorest and simplest of peasantry, who have kept up so 
long, without books or learning, the memory of the saints 
of old. 

At a little distance from the graveyard is a bush, sup- 
posed to be the haunt of some evil spirit. When a 
funeral arrives by the approach passing this tree, the 
coffin is detained till a Latin prayer is said, deprecating 
the malignant influence that might otherwise be diffused 
from the "Pbooka Bush," as it is called, and injure the 
dead, before it arrives within the precincts of St. Mulloo's 
protection. This custom is certainly harmless, whatever 

u There is said to be a 4th grave of St Mulloo near Killaloe. Per- 
haps some of our readers could inform us of a few others. 



